ABSTRACT
INTRODUCTION
Critiques of both the domestic and international economic activities of People's Republic of China (PRC) largely focus on its interest-driven approach and its deprioritization of certain values, among which is environmental protection. However, the One Belt One Road (OBOR), the first published master plan on foreign affairs by the PRC-while aiming to establish a regional political structure pillared by economic-collaboration, particularly on infrastructure, uses the language of Needless to say, the achievement of human rights, particularly of it in international legal development and practice, deserves much recognition. While Segunpta's conception of the right to development might seem overly idealistic, 16 and De Wet's hope on the constitutionalization of present and future generations to live in an environment adequate to his or her health or wellbeing".
Among the various rights to environment, the right to participate in environment decisionmaking expresses the value that whoever that may be affected should "have a say in the determination of their environmental future" 19 . This right is recognized in various environmental conventions and documents. To list a few, Art.
(i) of The United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change obliges parties to promote public awareness and to "encourage the widest participation in this process including that of non-governmental organizations"; Art.14(1)(a) of the Convention on Biological Diversity explicitly connects environmental impact assessment with public participation; 20 Agenda 21, the plan of action adopted at the Rio Conference in 1992, emphasizes that "one of the fundamental prerequisites for the achievement of sustainable development is broad public participation in decision-making"; the Rio Declaration notices that "environmental issues are best handled with participation of all concerned citizens"; Art.14 of the Protocol on Pollutant Release and Transfer Registers (Kiev Protocol) recognizes that "each party shall… ensure that any person considers that his or her request for 
RIGHT TO INFORMATION AND INVOLVEMENT INADEQUATELY PROTECTED
The informal and cooperative structure of the Belt leads to a heavy reliance on local and regional rules. The Aarhus Convention protect the right to information and involvement by obliging parties to adopt formal legislations to protect the right. provided in existing researches, and this paper deem some elaborations sufficient in making the point, thus will not try to exhaust the problems of EIA legislations in practice in various countries.
The principle of public participation in (international) environmental law resonates with Rousseau's concept of "general will", and this part then turns to a critique of the concept of "general will" to illustrate the theoretical contradiction in public participation.
In China, the EIA procedure is provided in the Law of the PRC on Environmental Impact Assessment, which was adopted on 28 Oct, 2002, and came into effective on 1 Sep, 2003. Article 11 of the EIA law stipulates:
'As for a special plan, which may cause adverse effects on the environment and may have a direct bearing on the rights and interests of the public in respect of the environment, the authority that draw up the plan shall, before submitting the draft of the plan for examination and approval, hold demonstration meetings or hearings, or solicit in other forms the comments and suggestions from the relevant units, specialists and the public on the draft report on environmental effects, except where secrets need to be guarded as required by State regulations.
The authority that draws up the plan shall seriously consider the comments and suggestions put forward by the relevant units, specialists and the public on the draft of the written report on environmental effects and attach to the written report on environmental effects to be submitted for examination its explanations on why it adopts or rejects those comments and suggestions.' Polish municipalities is impossible to obtain. 46 Another study on the mines in Poland shows that most respondents to the public opinion survey "could not assess if the legal regulation of public participation in the decision process were sufficient, but the negative opinions outweighed the positive ones". 47 The implementation of the policies about biodiversity conservation and public participation by "regional, road and forestry planning sectors work" show the "gaps in planning processes… and weakly developed public participation." participate, including the right to information and involvement. This contradiction results in the inadequate protection of the right. Public participation in international environmental law is a procedural principle, which requires certain arrangements to be made by public authorities to guarantee the participation in the decision-making process of those affected, including the general public, the environmental non-governmental organizations, and other actors. 50 The underlying claim of "public participation", that it protects the individuals' right to participate in environmental decision-making, contradicts with the actual neglect of (groups of) individuals in the process of decision-making. According to the concept of public participation, the right to participate in environmental decision-making is protected by a procedural practice: the authority will provide the platform for the public to comment and join in the decision-making process. Public participation is essentially about the authority of decision-making: for individuals, it means the chance to join the state in making decisions that concern the environment they live in. According to the concept of public participation, the right to information and involvement is protected because the participation of those being affected in the environment expresses the will of the public. The will of the public decides, thus, what is the best for the public concerning the living environment.
The will of the public resonates with Rousseau's concept of "general will". The will of the public, in the concept of "public participation", is the will of the subject making decisions, a subject consisted of the authority and individuals. Constituted by the procedural of participation, the will of the public is based on, and for the protection of, the interest of the public. "General will" is the will of the political body as "a moral being", tending to "the conservation and well-being of the whole and of each part of it". 51 The will expressed through public participation is, in the framework of Rousseau's philosophy, the general will; meanwhile, the individuals' involvement in decisionmaking through public participation is about the relationship between the individual and the state, the theme of Rousseau's arguments. Indeed Rousseau's thought is about "every issue concerning the relations between the… individual and the state".
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In the context of seventeenth and eighteenth century Europe, the two theories explaining authority's ruling, which is essentially about decision-making, were the kings' divine right to rule, between the general will claiming to be the will of the political body, and it being the will of the majority.
Rousseau argues that "the most general will is also the most just, and that the voice of the people is truly the voice of God". 69 The question, entailed by the contradiction between the will of majority and of minority, is: it is "just" for whom, and "most general" in whose standards? Though claimed as a general will, rhetorically indicating it is not limited to any class, field, that it is miscellaneous, it is de-facto the will of the majority. In contemporary context, it is a majority "as a continuation of the politics of war and economic struggle, as a legitimating distraction from the effort to remake those politics or reframe that struggle, and as an effort to institutionalize the ideology of a particular time and place as universal."
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The concept of public participation resonates with general will, that through participating in environmental decision-making, individuals will get the decision that expresses the general will.
With the rhetoric "public", it entails a public as the people, for the people, while neglecting the rights and interests of the minority in that public, i.e. of those with dissenting opinions. Such a neglect contradicts the underlying claim of protecting each and every individual's right to participate in environmental decision-making. The contradiction with the concept of public participation reveals that the right to information and involvement is not adequately protected:
having the procedure for participation does not equal to the protection of the right to participation; the right of those with dissenting opinions, the minorities by numbers, are not protected because the "public" in "public participation" is the majority of a group instead of every individual. In the legal language, the "public" in public participation refers to, for example as Adding to the critique of the inadequacy of formal legislations in protecting the right, public participation, the (international) environmental principle protecting the right to participate, including the right to information and involvement, is embedded with a theoretical contradiction.
The "public" in "public participation" is not the people, the general public, but rather the majority with endowed authority. The rhetoric of "public" contradicts with the neglect of (groups) of individuals in decision-making. The EIA legislation is a top-down process, giving the governing bodies the power to decide whom to be included in discussing what issues. The governing body is thus the majority, with the power to neglect the rights of the individuals as the minority. The contradiction in the concept of "public participation" repeats the contradiction in the concept of "general will" by Rousseau. Through a critique of Rousseau's "general will", this paper reveals the theoretical contradiction in "public participation".
The 
